equal American levels. Even then, it is not clear how a military balance might work. But investment in more modest European capabilities should not be discounted. There are more European than American troops helping to keep the peace today in the Balkans and Afghanistan, and NATO remains an important institution which gives Europe influence in many such settings
The middle board of economic issues is a sharp contrast from the military board. Here the world has a multipolar balance of power. The United States cannot achieve a global trade agreement without the agreement of Europe and others. In the area of anti-trust, General Electric was unable to merge with Honeywell because the Commission of the European Community opposed. And recently, Microsoft had to make significant changes to its new passport system in order to meet European privacy regulations. This is hardly the 'American hegemony' that some proclaim. Moreover, despite the political popularity of the United States in Donald Rumsfeld's 'new Europe,' America is becoming less prominent in business and investment there. EU countries account for three-quarters of the 'new Europe's' trade. And two-way direct foreign investment knits America more closely to Europe than to Asia.
The bottom board of the three-dimensional chess game consists of transnational issues that cross borders outside the control of governments. Examples include illegal migration, drugs, crime, the spread of infectious diseases, global climate change, and of course, transnational terrorist networks. On this board, power is chaotically organized and it makes no sense to speak of 'unipolarity', 'hegemony', or 'American empire'. While these issues are having an increasing effect on the lives of ordinary Americans, they cannot be solved by military power or by the United States acting alone. Cooperation with other countries, particularly the capable Europeans, is essential to America's ability to solve such problems and protect its people.
Europe is not likely to become the military equal of the United States anytime soon, but it has enough sticks and carrots to produce significant hard power -the ability to get others to do what they would not otherwise do. In addition, despite internal divisions, Europe's culture, values and the success of the EU have produced a good deal of soft power -the ability to attract rather than merely coerce others. The EU is not as weak is it sometimes thinks. Rather than pursuing an ultimately futile strategy to create a classical balance of power against the US, it should use its considerable strengths to influence the US. Since values overlap, there is much to build upon, and the new transnational terrorism provides a very real common threat.
